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be much less than at present. In general, people would be paid
in proportion to their usefulness to the State. The obvious
criticism is that a standard measure is lacking. Is the coal
miner worth more than the clerk, and if so, how much more?
It is no reply to say that postmen, and in some countries State
railway servants, at present accept the State's estimate of their
worth, for their wages are fixed by reference to the market
rates for similar labour in private employment, which under a
complete socialist system will disappear.

The second principle is that of Louis Blanc: 'From each
according to his powers, to each according to his needs.9 Dis-
tribution would disregard entirely the quality of a man's work.
His share would be determined by his needs. In Russia, im-
mediately following the revolution, an effort was made to
introduce pure communism, giving to all an equal share of the
staple consumers' commodities and an equal right to the use
of all property. This, however, broke down, and at present
the principle of distribution according to need is adopted in
some degree. For the necessaries of life purchasable at State
shops at low prices cards are distributed. Outdoor manual
workers and children receive the highest ration of food. Seden-
tary workers receive a smaller ration. The types of clothes
depend upon the occupation and housing accommodation upon
the number in family. Over and above the low-priced commodi-
ties which his card allows him, however, a man may purchase
other commodities at much higher prices, so far as his income
permits; and money incomes are not equal. They depend upon
the nature of the occupation. Here, therefore, are the two
principles working together. The experiment will need much
more time before judgement can be passed upon it.

The third possible canon is strict equality of income for all,
regardless of age, sex, or occupation. It is worthy of note that
Mr. Bernard Shaw, who cannot be taken as representing any
school, having examined the other possible methods of distribut-
ing the income of a socialist state, arrives at the conclusion that
strict equality is the only workable one. And, indeed, it is not
difficult to sympathize with a person who is driven to this